Dr. Gary Aguilar 1 0/ 8/ 97 

909 Hyde St*, #930 

San Francisco, CA 94109 

Dear Gary, 

After we spoke I spoke to Jerry IlcKnight. When he has the time he'll send you 
the list of the Meagher files/ records. He is department head and has an emergency 
replacement to make* Ties him up now* He also thinks it would be a good idea if 
when you are east again you and lie meet and tall:* 

With regard to your 10/4 and its enclosure, I distinguish between complete- 
ness of thu autopsy film and doctoring of it. I have always had questions about 
the completeness and tried to indicate tills in Post Mortem and do not believe 
it was doctored* 

I think what you enclosed needs additions and questions not raised in it if 
you <Jwill not bo adding to it or using it with other materials* 

Yoy omit, for example, the DJ panel's review of the autopsy film and their 
report on it* 

x ou use //unes as an honest man when he is a liar about areas of this and 
when he was under threat of court martial. I think that they were all under tlint 
threat should be mentioned* Besides which he had need to lie to defend what ho 
had done and had not done. True <D f Boswell, too. dj {iM 

u n the first page of the enclosure where you quote uavfcs you also quote 
\Jfuraes in the sense of saying there was a wound "Jower down on the /Veck," as there 
was not. l4y are referring to the back of the neck. 

Can I tell you stories about Belcher! But as of the time of the DJ panel 
the DJ lawyer who 3eomed to be in charge was ^arl Earlley of <6civil Division, 

When after so long a delay I fell asleep in the office of the head of the 
Givil Division Belcher ginally came with what I won the right to see in my first 
FOIA lawsuit, the records filed with the ^itich court to get Hay extradicte^i 
They were all public, in England. B^fc in the the package of them was 
classified SECRET! 

I tliink that what you refer to as HSCa interviews, wliat 1 used in NEVER 
AGAIN ! was actually sworn testimony* 

It may be that ooineone gave Belcher the memo to get signed but is it not 
also possible tiiat he wrote it? 

, With regard tjg that "wound of enjrry low in the roar portion of the skull" 

I again strongly urge you to make a real examination of the frames of the ^ film 

r 

beginning about 335 r> 6, two frames that show the back of the head as he twists 

i 

to fall onto Jackie. 

I beiieve we spoke of the fragmentation 1 said was not possible for a 



2 



bullat made in accord with the Genova convention, O n this you might want to 
ask V/e stern if that kind of fragmentation, some 40 dust-liko fragments, was 
possible, *ou may also want to talk to Guinnjif he is still around. ^ e had ^been 
faculty at David, D 0 somo dj studies, including on copper jackets. That may 
not have included fragmentation but if talking to him is not hard it might 
be a good idea. 

The jackets on those bullets were hard and they were used to prevent 

what the krays show, V/Jiich should also have been impossible for the lead tliat 

also was hardened, 

resolve 

u nless you revive those questions beyond reasonable question all you do 
is in jeopardy. 

*ou can't just arge a case of what you believe. You have to examine both 
or all sides and tliat with diligence or you can get clobbered, hurt and your 
work destroyed, ruined. 

At least in your own tldnking you should be wandering about where some 
of thoBe shots, like the one low on the back of the head, could have come from 
and how it could liave gone wherever you say it went. 

Thanks and bost, 




Have you thought of asking S F police ^'rensic, esp. vTullet experts, about whether 
that kind of bullet could provide 40 dust^Hlike fragments with no jacket material 
remaining in the skull? At least the probabilities? 

Icpin sorry you are so busy you can't spend any time here because there are 
many other considerations we liave not touched on and can be, I think without 
question, are a factor. 

For one example that rifle could not possibly have been used in that shooting. 
X his is the actual cfficiil evidence. 



